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maintain community involvement.
One consensus reached at the conference
was that, in communicating to the public,
each situation must be assessed differently
because different sectors of the public have
diverse perspectives, interests, and needs.
Most importantly, the public must be
included in risk decision making. Paul
Schulte, director of the Education and
Information Division of the National
Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health, said the symposium "shows that the
field [of risk communication] is maturing.
The biggest lesson learned is the realization
that communication is a two-way street; we
need to involve the people that we're com-
municating with [in risk making decisions]."
Maria Pavlova, a medical officer with the
Office of Occupational Medicine and
Medical Surveillance of the Department of
Energy noted that the symposium was suc-
cessul as a collaborative effort. "We worked
together and put into practice what the ...
administration is talking about-sharing
experience so we don't duplicate efforts. This
results in creating newpartnerships. The rich
mixture ofpeople involved will impact the
field of risk communication for years to
come.
Planes and Pollution
Airports in the United States are major
sources ofpollution and in many cases are
among the top polluters in major metropoli-
tan areas, according to a report released in
October by the Natural Resources Defense
Council (NRDC). According to the report,
Flying OifCourse: Environmental Impacts of
America'sAirports, these facilities produce air,
water, and noise pollution that can be haz-
ardous to people in the surrounding area,
and they are a significant source of carbon
dioxide and nitrogen oxide, which contribute
to globalwarming.
"Living near an airport is like having a
power plant as a neighbor, only power plants
are subject to stronger pollution controls and
disclosure requirements," Jonathan Trutt,
one of the authors of the report, told the
Associated Press. The NRDC report notes
that airports are often governed by different
rules than smokestackindustries. Airports are
given special consideration under the Clean
AirAct, and, unlike other industries, they are
notrequired to reporttheirpollution in toxic
release inventories (TRIs).
In particular, the report concluded that
John F. Kennedy International Airport and
La GuardiaAirport are among the 10 largest
sources ofsmog in the New York City area
and that Los Angeles International Airport is
second only to Chevron Corporation as a
source of smog in the Los Angeles area.
Chicago O'Hare International Airport was
found to be the fifth largest source ofpollu-
tion in the Chicago area, and National and
Dulles International airports ranked between
two incinerators as the fourth and sixth
largest sources of smog in the Washington,
DC, area.
In response to these findings, Cora
Fossett, a spokesperson for Los Angeles
International Airport, told the Associated
Press that the airport had won a "Clean
City" Award for 1996 from the U.S.
Department ofEnergy for its use ofnatural
gas-powered buses, vans, trucks, and cars.
Similarly, Alan Morrison, a spokesperson for
the Port Authority of New York and New
Jersey, said that significant steps had been
taken by New York and NewJersey airports
to protect the environment. Both said that
they had not seen the NRDC report and
could notcomment on itspecifically.
According to the report, airplanes
Sky-high pollution. A Natural Resources Defense Council report shows that airports are major sources
ofhealth-threatening air,water, and noise pollution.
released 350 million pounds of smog-form-
ing gases into the atmosphere in 1993. De-
icing fluids from airports have contributed
significantly to water pollution, the report
states, citing a 1992 study that found that up
to 80% ofthe 600,000 gallons offluid used
to de-ice New York City airports is dis-
charged untreated into Flushing andJamaica
bays. In addition, the report says, over
250,000 people residing near JFK, La
Guardia, and Newark airports are subject to
noise levels higher than those deemedsafe for
residents by the Federal Aviation
Administration. The report notes that as air
travel becomes increasingly popular, these
pollution problems, ifleft unchecked, could
becomemuchworse.
In order to reduce the flow ofpollution
from U.S. airports, the report recommends
several changes in airport practices, such as
encouraging pilots to shut down as many
engines as possible when idling and taxiing,
and collecting de-icing chemicals for treat-
ment.
The report also recommends that the
EPA require airports to notify the public of
harmful emissions through toxic release
inventories, and that the EPA revise provi-
sions in the Clean AirAct that prevent states
from implementing smog-reduction plans
forairports.
However, Bryan Manning, a mechanical
engineer in the EPA's Office of Mobile
Sources, says that the Clean Air Act deals
withairports differently for many "common-
sense reasons." Among these is that allowing
states to create pollution laws for airports
that are stricter than the federal govern-
ment's standards could give airlines incentive
to base their fleets in states with the least
rigid laws. In addition, Manning said, most
emissions standards for airplanes are set by
the International Civil Aviation Organ-
ization and adopting more stringent pollu-
tion controls for U.S. airlines would hurt
them in competition with airlines based in
other countries.
The NRDC study recommends that the
10% domestic airplane ticket tax be replaced
with an aviation fuel tax, which would
encourage airlines to use newer, more fuel-
efficient airplanes. It also recommends that
more stringent standards be adopted for
nitrogen oxide emissions and that measures
be taken to control noise pollution from air-
ports. "We're not saying don't fly," said
Richard Kassel, the NRDC's airport project
coordinator. "We're saying adopt control
measures on the ground that would reduce
emissions so that airports can do their fair
share."
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